One faction sees the definite article as a deictic, or pointing word. The other camp suggests that THE does not have the strength of a deictic.
In this second group, we find such diverse grammarians as the traditionalist Sweet and a modern grammarian James Peter Thorne, who introduces the localist theory of the definite article.
The second large division, which consists primarily of transformational grammarians, is not concerned with the meaning of words. They seek to establish the origin of the words and the rules that translate these words from thoughts to Because of the various patterns of occurrences, Christophersen expands his chart to include five different types of words:
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.. The second column of words, which Christophersen calls unit-words, can be expanded to include both material (desk, weed, wheel) and immaterial (era, event, week) words. The third column, continuate-words, can be expanded to include material (sand, butter, water) and immaterial (hunger, devotion, song) words also. This distinction will become important later. The two types of words are also known as count (unit) and non-count (continuate) nouns and differ in their occurrences with articles.
With the three articles in mind, we turn to Henry Sweet, a traditional grammarian, for a definition of the definite article. Sweet, in!_ New English Grammar (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1900), groups THE, as a demonstrative pronoun, with THIS and THAT. THE is differentiated from the other pronouns in that THE can appear only as an adjective (the article, the one), while THIS and THAT appear as adjectives (this paper, that scoundrel) and as nouns (This is mine. That is true.).
Demonstrative pronouns serve, for Sweet, to describe a subject in space and time (this pronoun, that theory). This suggests that the pronouns hold a meaning of their own that helps, when coupled with a substantive, to shape the potential meaning of that noun. The designation of space and time is added to the meaning of the substantive.
Thus, for Sweet, the demonstratives help to define the substantive as it occurs in a sentence. The demonstratives themselves are defined by Sweet according to their appearances.
These reference pronouns are divided according to the nouns they point, or refer, to. The forward-pointing pronoun appears with a relative clause (The thesis which had begun seemed never to end.). The back-pointing pronoun refers to a subject that has already been introduced or is present "in thought".
Sweet sees the reference pronouns as deictics, that is words that point to a subject, while David Michaels, in "Determining with the Definite Article," 1 presents several situations in which the definite article appears.
1. The first of these is the situational context in which it is the situation that renders the article and substantive definite or understood:
The thesis has just begun.
Do you want the thing, or not?
2. The next situation is the linguistic context, coinciding with Sweet's category of back-pointing reference pronouns:
Sally dropped a note in the aisle.
The teacher asked John to pick it up.
3.
Another situation, Michaels' restrictive adjunct, parallels Sweet's forward-pointing reference pronoun occurrence.
This is a sentence-internal linguistic reference while the linguistic context just discussed is a sentence-external linguistic reference:
The woman 1 writing her thesis, was tired and discouraged.
4. Michaels also recognizes a noun-less phrase:
John always buys the best.
(Obviously, our taste in clothing overlaps.)
5. The definite article also appears in a unique reference:
The sun came up early today.
6. The final situation is a generic one in which the definite article can be either an individual or a generic reference:
The lion eats meat. But Sweet and Jespersen do agree on the function of THE; it does help to shape the meaning of the substantive. This view will be countered when we examine treatments of the definite
article by transformational grammarians. For the traditional grammarians THE, whether it is a designator or a deictic, helps to shape the subject (the pain), making it a clearer, more specific reality than an indefinite article could present (a pain).
Philosophy and The
Traditional grammarians are not the only scholars to suggest that THE helps to shape the meaning of a substantive. It is clear that the form (THE) stands for a particular individual known both to the speaker and hearer (or writer and reader). Now the speaker must always be supposed to know which individual he is thinking of; the interesting thing is that the THE form supposes the hearer knows it, too. For the proper use of the form it is necessary that it should call up in the hearer's mind the image of the exact individual that the speaker is thinking of. If it does not do that, the form will not be understood (p. 28).
The situation is presented by Oliver Grannis in "The
Definite Article Conspiracy in English" 2 of a man who has lost his cat. After futilely searching his house, he meets his wife, who has just arrived home. "Have you seen the cat?" he asks.
She has not and the man continues to search for his cat.
He wanders into the neighbor's yard where he finds his neighbor.
"Have you seen my cat?" he asks.
The neighbor replies that she has not. The man continues his search, soon finding himself in a nearby park. Here he confronts a stranger he finds strolling about.
"Have you seen a cat?" he asks.
Whether or not he finds his cat is of no concern to us.
What is important is that the man's idea of his cat, the When THE accompanies a substantive, associations with previous references (whether they be situational or linguistic)
are inferred so that only one definite object or individual is understood by both the speaker and the hearer to be the subject of discourse. This unmistakable reference, or common understanding, may be slight. The important thing is that the listener's understanding of the reference is beyond doubt. The use of A does not require familiarity, but neither does it preclude familiarity in an example from Christophersen:
I wonder if you have come across a fellow called James Birch. We were at Eton together.
The speaker has in mind a familiar, definite subject. The A occurs because the familiarity of the hearer with the subject has not been established. John, who knows the way, has offered to guide us.
*John who is from the South hates cold weather.
They pointed to a dog, who was looking at him hopefully.
They pointed to a dog who was looking at him hopefully.
*Any book, which is about linguistics, is interesting.
The book, which is about linguistics, is interesting.
Any book which is about linguistics is interesting.
In examining the grammatical occurrences, we see that a definite noun phrase will accept an A relative clause. If a noun phrase is indefinite, it will accept, more readily, an R clause. Smith explains the grammatical occurrences with the following NP expansion rules (p. 41): designations. The null-form is seen as the plural of the aform when it appears with count nouns. This is a notion that
Christophersen's designations of unital/non-unital would support. The articles, for Jacobs and Rosenbaum, are the a-form, the the-form, the null-form and THIS, THAT, THESE and THOSE.
The appearance, or absence, of these articles can be written as a phrase structure rule:
This tells us that a noun phrase (NP) can be rewritten as an optional article with a noun.
Jacobs and Rosenbaum suggest that these articles differ in their meaning and, therefore, their features in the lexicon.
The articles are not deep structure constituents as separate entities. They are adjuncts formed in a transformation that affixes articles to nouns, matching the features and the meaning of the article with the noun. This transformation allows the article to share the features of the noun with which it appears, To derive the noun phrase A TREE, we first begin in the deep structure with a designation for TREE:
A transformation is then applied that adjoins the article to the noun and allows the article to share the features of the noun:
After all transformations have been applied, an A is yielded from the features in the second lexical pass (from the article segment).
The A and the null-form are the articles with the (-DEF) feature.
The others are (+DEF). But, THE may be separated from the demonstrative articles because of its ungrammaticality in the following slots (from Jacobs and Rosenbaum); *THE one pleased John.
THIS one pleased John.
THAT one pleased John.
THESE ones pleased John.
THOSE ones pleased John.
The articles that can grammatically appear in front of ONE are marked (+DEM) and (+DEF The territorial implication in the demonstratives is something we will examine later in this paper in respect to the definite article. Also, the ungrammaticality of THE with ONE will become important. We will see that A is more closely related to the numeral ONE than it is to its fellow article THE.
From Jacobs and Rosenbaum we see how the articles are This status is usually determined in the surface structure by the appearance of noun phrase segments (the, this, that as definite, and a, an, some and the null-form as indefinite).
Postal supports Smith's argument for the predeterminers and other NP constituents as bearing the features of (+DEF) or (-DEF). Postal's nouns are also marked for case in the deep structure. This is a notion we will continue to explore in this paper. 
AN ARTICLE IS AN ARTICLE IS AN ARTICLE?
In "On the Article in English," 5 Perlmutter suggests that the indefinite article is closely related to the numerals; it is, as it is historically, an unstressed appearance of the numeral ONE, rather than an article having the same origin in the deep structure as the definite article.
The article A appears as an unstressed numeral in these sentences from Perlmutter (p. 234):
There is only ONE boy in the room, not five.
*There is only one BOY in the room, not five.
There is only a BOY in the room, not any girls. He is a Goethe.
With A as an unstressed ONE, we can paraphrase this sentence as:
He is one who has the genius or characteristics of Goethe. Perlmutter continues to examine the appearance of the numeral ONE with the definite article.
In the examples he cites, THE cannot grammatically appear with the numeral ONE:
The nine men were silent.
The two men were silent.
*The one man was silent.
The man was silent. Thorne expands his localist theory to include noun phrases containing THIS and THAT. These forms, for Thorne as for
Postal (who has suggested that the deep structure exists for semantic interpretation while the surface structure exists for phonetic interpretation), 7 differ in their surface representations rather than their underlying features.
The difference is often only one of stress (Thorne, p. 565) :
Just look at the moon.
Just look at THAT moon.
*Just look at THE moon.
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This suggests, for Thorne, that the difference between THE and THAT is one of stress. This parallels Jespersen's definite article which was a weakened form of THAT. For these grammarians the difference between THE and THAT is one of stress, a phonological feature, rather than meaning, a semantic distinction.
If we accept Thorne's theory of definite determiners with stressed and unstressed forms, we will follow his suggestions of similarity in meaning of the following sentences (p. 566-
567);
There is a Lotus Elan.
(Thing which is there is a Lotus Elan.)
That is a Lotus Elan.
It is a Lotus Elan.
If the pronoun IT is marked with a (+DEF) feature and derived from an underlying definite phrase (the thing), the difference between TEAT and IT is one of stress. The pronoun, for Thorne, is as definite as the nominative articles THE and THAT and the locative article THERE.
The distinction between articles is one of tense according to Thorne. He cites as support, the following examples:
Here is a Lotus Elan.
(Thing which is a Lotus Elan is here.) This is a Lotus Elan.
(Thing which is here is a Lotus Elan.)
That was a Lotus Elan.
(Thing which was there is a Lotus Elan.) (Thing which is there was a Lotus Elan.)
The third sentence is ambiguous because of its two possible paraphrases. Thorne's following example has no ambiguity (for him):
This was a Lotus Elan.
The ambiguity is explained by Thorne with the derivations of the pronouns. THE and THAT derive from the locative phrases, (which is there) or (which was there). They are the nominative forms, THE the unstressed form, THAT the stressed form. THIS, Thorne suggests, can derive only from the phrase (which is here). The distinctions include the features (+near) and (-near) as well as case (nominative or locative) and stress, as (+stress) or (-stress).
Thorne's definite article derives from an underlying deictic (which is there) or (which was there). Presumably
THE CONCLUSION
We have seen, in this survey, two schools of grammar, distinct in their purposes. For the traditionalists, the Latinate rules of English grammar were solidly established.
What they needed to concern themselves with was, primarily, the semantics and 'usage' of the elements of a grammar, its words.
It is from this school, from Christophersen, that we realize the features that lucidly define the articles: (+unital) for the a-form, (+familiarity) and (+limited) for the the-form, (-unital) for the null-form. The feature of familiarity recognizes the definite article conspiracy that must exist between speaker and hearer. This familiarity constitutes existence 'in thought,' (a suggestion for 'definite' from Sweet) whether or not the substantive has a tangible existence (the hope, the dreams and the unicorn?).
For transformational grammarians, the rules are new and dynamic. The focus, at this time, is on producing phrase structure rules, the transform rules, the rewrite and expansion rules, that produce the words in the surface structure. What transformationalists want to know is where does the definite article come from and how does it get where it goes?
For those grammarians both traditional and transformational that are concerned with the semantics of THE there is also a division of focus.
The disagreement is over the strength of 
